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□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

□ This action Is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 



month(s), or thirty days, whichever 



is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claims 

Kl Claim(s) 1-20 



is/are pending in the application. 



0* the above, claim (s) 
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Kl Clalm(s) 1-20 

□ Claim (s) 

□ Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 
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Art Unit: 2755 



DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made, 

2, Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 9, 12-16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "Navigating the Internet" by Gibbs in view of "Windows 95 Secrets" by 
Livingston. 

As to claim 1, Gibbs teaches a computer-implemented framework for associating data (file 
attachment) with a command object (application) comprising: a data handler mechanism 
(graphical user interface) arranged to interface with the application (e-mail program, i.e. 
Elm/Pegasus/Pine/Eudora) (pg. 36); and a data retrieval mechanism (folders) in communication 
with the data handler mechanism (graphical user interface) (receiving a mail message), the data 
retriever mechanism being arranged to obtain the data (file attachment) and to pass the data to the 
data handler mechanism (read mail/open attachment) (pg. 37-39; pg. 44-45; pg. 62-64). It would 
be obvious that in order to manipulate a program (display, open, print) one would have an 
interface. However, Gibbs does not teach the mapping mechanism. 

Livingston teaches a mapping mechanism (Registry) in communication with the data 
handler mechanism (graphical user interface), the mapping mechanism being arranged to obtain 
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the command object (associated action/application) (pg. 262-264). Therefore, it would be 
obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Gibbs with the teachings of Livingston 
in order to facilitate a document-centric functionality (pg. 261-262). 

As to claim 9, Gibbs teaches a computer-implemented method for associating data (file 
attachment) with a command object in response to a request from an application (e-mail 
program), the method comprising: accessing the data (file attachment) through an interface in 
response to the request from the application (e-mail program, i.e. Elm/Pegasus/Pine/Eudora) 
(open the attachment) (pg. 36), wherein the request from the application is processed by the 
interface (graphical user interface) (pg. 37-39; pg. 44-45; pg. 62-64). It would be obvious that in 
order to manipulate a program (display, open, print) one would have an interface. However, 
Gibbs does not teach the mapping mechanism, the obtaining step, or the binding step. 

Livingston teaches accessing a mapping mechanism (Registry) which is in communication 
with the interface (graphical user interface), the mapping mechanism being arranged to locate a 
command object (action/application) that is appropriate for the data (associated with a file), 
wherein the mapping mechanism is accessed by the interface (user right click or double click on 
file); obtaining the command object (action/application) that is appropriate for the data, wherein 
the mapping mechanism obtains the command object and passes the obtained command object to 
the interface (graphical user interface); and binding the command object (application) to the data 
(file), wherein the interface (graphical user interface) binds the command object to the data (opens 
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the data file in the application automatically) (pg. 262-264), It would be obvious that the 
command object (associated application) is returned to the application (e-mail program) in order 
for the e-mail program to execute the application and display the attached file (pg. 263). Refer to 
claim 1 for the motivation to combine. 

As to claim 2, it would be obvious that a file would comprise a stream of bytes, and 
Livingston teaches the data handler mechanism is fiarther arranged to bind the stream of bytes to 
the command object (associating action/application) (pg. 263). 

As to claim 5, Gibbs teaches the data (attachment) is one of text data and image data 
(pg. 44). 

As to claim 6, Gibbs teaches the data handler (graphical user interface) is fiarther arranged 
to receive a request from the application (e-mail application) (open attachment) (pg. 37-39; 
pg. 44-45; pg. 62-64). However, Gibbs does not teach the binding step. Livingston teaches 
binding the data (file) to the command object (associating action/application) (pg. 262-264). It 
would be obvious that the command object (application) would be returned to the application (e- 
mail application) in order for the e-mail application to open the associating application and the 
file. 
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As to claim 8, Livingston teaches the mapping mechanism (Registry) includes a look-up 
table arranged to associate the command object (associating application) with the data (file 
extension) (pg. 268, One application associated with two file extensions). 

As to claim 12, Gibbs teaches accessing a data retriever (folder) which is arranged to 
obtain the data (file attachment) (read mail/open attachment) (pg. 37-39; pg, 44-45; pg. 62-64). 
It would be obvious that the data could comprise of a stream of bytes. 

As to claim 13, Livingston teaches operating on the data (file) using the command object 
(action/application) (pg. 262). 

As to claim 14, Livingston teaches the command object (associated action/application) 
that is appropriate for the data (file) is selected from a set of command objects associated with a 
command list (Registry), and fiirther including accessing the command list, wherein the command 
lists is accessed by the interface (graphical user interface) (click a file type) (pg. 262-264). It 
would be obvious that the Registry is associated with the file type in order to access the 
corresponding application or action. 

As to claim 15, Gibbs teaches receiving a request for a command list (double click or right 
click file), the request for the command list being received by the interface (graphical user 
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interface), wherein the interface performs the steps of obtaining a type associated with the data 
(file extensions to define file types); and obtaining the command list (associated actions) through 
the mapping (pg. 262-264). It would be obvious that the request could come from the e-mail 
program, since the program contains the message with the file attachment. It would also be 
obvious that the command list could be returned to the e-mail program in order for the associated 
action to be implemented or the application opened in order to access the data. 

As to claims 16, 19, and 20, reference is made to computer-readable medium which 
corresponds to the method of claims 9, 13, and 14 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 
9, 13, and 14 above. 

3. Claims 3, 4, 7, 10, 11,17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gibbs in view of Livingston as applied to claim 1 above, and fiirther in view of 
"Netscape Navigator" by Fulton, 

As to claim 3, Livingston teaches wherein the data handler mechanism (graphical user 
interface) is fijrther arranged to bind the data object (file) to the command object (associated 
action/application) (double click or right click file) (pg. 262-264). However, neither Gibbs nor 
Livingston teach a data content handler. Fulton teaches a data content handler mechanism 
(recipient e-mail program) in communication with the data handler mechanism (graphical user 
interface), the data content handler mechanism being arranged to convert the data (ASCII plain 
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text) into a data object (file) (pg. 205-206), Therefore, it would be obvious to one skilled in the 
art to modify the teachings of Gibbs with the teachings of Livingston and Fulton in order to 
facilitate the diversity of attachments (pg. 205). 

As to claim 4, it would be obvious that the e-mail system could be in a Java environment. 
Therefore, the data object and the command object would both be of Java type. 

As to claim 7, Gibbs teaches the data retriever mechanism (folder) includes a data source 
mechanism (message storage) arranged to obtain a stream of bytes (pg. 38, Figure 3.1), and 
Livingston teaches the data handler mechanism (graphical user interface) is further arranged to 
bind the data object (file) to the command object (associating action/application) (open the file in 
its associated application) (pg. 262-264). However, neither Gibbs nor Livingston teach the data 
content handler mechanism. 

Fulton teaches the data content handler mechanism (recipient e-mail's program) 
arranged to convert the stream of bytes (ASCII plain text) into a data object (file) (uuencoding) 
(pg. 205-206). It would be obvious that the data source mechanism would being in 
communication with the data content handler mechanism in order to access the attachment and 
convert it back to its original form for accessing. Refer to claim 3 for the motivation to combine. 
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As to claim 10, Gibbs and Livingston substantially disclose the invention above. 
However, neither teach the cited functionality. Fulton teaches passing a stream of bytes to a data 
content handler mechanism (recipient e-mail program) arranged to create a data object (file) fi*om 
the stream of bytes (ASCII plain text) (pg. 205-206). It would be obvious that the file would 
have the be passed to the interface in order to be accessed. Refer to claim 3 for the motivation to 
combine. 

As to claim 11, it would be obvious that the e-mail system could be in a Java 
environment. Therefore, the data object and the command object would both be of Java type. 

As to claims 17 and 18, reference is made to computer-readable medium which 
corresponds to the method of claims 10 and 1 1 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 10 
and 1 1 above. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Lewis A, Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (703) 305-0439. 
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